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Alternative REM-0/10/10

HUDSON RIVER PCBs REASSESSEMENT
FEASIBILITY STUDY

Figure 6-5CONSULTANTS, Inc.TAMS
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Alternative REM-0/0/3
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Figure 6-6CONSULTANTS, Inc.TAMS
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TAMS/LTI

Figure 6-7.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Thompson Island Pool Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives 
for Screening 
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TAMS/LTI

Figure 6-8.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Thompson Island Pool Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments for 
Alternatives for Screening 
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TAMS/LTI

Figure 6-9.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Schuylerville Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives for 
Screening 
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TAMS/LTI

Figure 6-10.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Schuylerville Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives for 
Screening 
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TAMS/LTI

Figure 6-11.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Stillwater Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives for 
Screening 

0.00

0.50

1.00

1.50

2.00

2.50

2003 2008 2013 2018 2023 2028 2033 2038 2043 2048 2053 2058 2063 2068

Year

T
ri

+
 S

ed
im

en
t 

C
o

n
ce

n
tr

at
io

n
 (

m
g

/k
g

)

No Action Estimated Upper
Bound
No Action

Monitored Natural Attenuation

R10 (REM-10/MNA/MNA)

R03 (REM-0/MNA/MNA)

R09 (REM-3/10/10)



TAMS/LTI

Figure 6-12.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Stillwater Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives for 
Screening 
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Figure 6-13.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Waterford Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives for 
Screening 
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TAMS/LTI

Figure 6-14.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Waterford Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives for 
Screening 
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Figure 6-15.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Federal Dam Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives for 
Screening 
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TAMS/LTI

Figure 6-16.  Comparison Between Water Column Total PCB Forecasts at Thompson Island Dam for Alternatives 
for Screening
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TAMS/LTI

Figure 6-17.  Comparison Between Water Column Total PCB Forecasts at Schuylerville for Alternatives for 
Screening
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TAMS/LTI

Figure 6-18.  Comparison Between Water Column Total PCB Forecasts at Stillwater for Alternatives for Screening
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Figure 6-19.  Comparison Between Water Column Total PCB Forecasts at Waterford for Alternatives for Screening
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TAMS/LTI

Figure 6-20.  Comparison Between Water Column Total PCB Forecasts at Federal Dam for Alternatives for 
Screening
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Figure 6-21.  Comparison of Species-Weighted Fish Fillet Average PCB Concentration in River Section 1 
for Alternatives for Screening
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Figure 6-22.  Comparison of Species-Weighted Fish Fillet Average PCB Concentration in River Section 2 
for Alternatives for Screening
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Figure 6-23.  Comparison of Species-Weighted Fish Fillet Average PCB Concentration in River Section 3 
for Alternatives for Screening

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

1998 2003 2008 2013 2018 2023 2028 2033 2038 2043 2048 2053 2058 2063 2068
Year

P
C

B
 C

o
n

ce
n

tr
at

io
n

 (
m

g
/k

g
)

No Action

MNA

REM-10/MNA/MNA (R10s2)

REM-0/MNA/MNA (R03S2)

REM-3/10/10 (R09S2)

REM-0/10/MNA (R02S2)

REM-0/10/10 (R06S2)

REM-0/0/3 (R08S2)



TAMS/LTI

Figure 6-24.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Thompson Island Pool Cohesive Surficial Sediments for 
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analysis 
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Figure 6-25.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Thompson Island Pool Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments for 
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analysis 
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Figure 6-26.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Schuylerville Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives 
Retained for Detailed Analysis 
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Figure 6-27.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Schuylerville Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives 
Retained for Detailed Analysis 
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Figure 6-28.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Stillwater Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives Retained 
for Detailed Analysis 
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Figure 6-29.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Stillwater Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives 
Retained for Detailed Analysis 
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Figure 6-30.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Waterford Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives Retained 
for Detailed Analysis 
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Figure 6-31.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Waterford Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives 
Retained for Detailed Analysis 
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Figure 6-32.  Comparison Between Forecasts for Federal Dam Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments for Alternatives 
Retained for Detailed Analysis 
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Figure 6-33.  Comparison Between Water Column Total PCB Forecasts at Thompson Island Dam for Alternatives 
Retained for Detailed Analysis
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Figure 6-34.  Comparison Between Water Column Total PCB Forecasts at Schuylerville for Alternatives Retained 
for Detailed Analysis
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Figure 6-35.  Comparison Between Water Column Total PCB Forecasts at Stillwater for Alternatives Retained for 
Detailed Analysis
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Figure 6-36.  Comparison Between Water Column Total PCB Forecasts at Waterford for Alternatives Retained for 
Detailed Analysis
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Figure 6-37.  Comparison Between Water Column Total PCB Forecasts at Federal Dam for Alternatives Retained 
for Detailed Analysis

0

10

20

30

2003 2008 2013 2018 2023 2028 2033 2038 2043 2048 2053 2058 2063 2068

Year

A
ve

ra
g

e 
A

n
n

u
al

 T
o

ta
l P

C
B

 C
o

n
ce

n
tr

at
io

n
 (

n
g

/L
) No Action (Constant U/S Load)

Upstream Source Control Only (Two-Step U/S
Load)

Scenario R15a (CAP/SR-3/10/S + Channel) 

Scenario R14 (3/10/S + channel)

Scenario R16 (0/0/3+channel)

0.001 ng/L - NYS standard for protection of
human consumers of fish

0.12 ng/L - NYS standard for protection of
wildlife

1 ng/L - Ambient Water Quality Criteria

90 ng/L - NYS standard for protection of human
health and drinking water sources

500 ng/L - MCL

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2058 2063 2068



TAMS/MCA/Gradient

Figure 6-38.  Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet Average PCB Concentration in River 
Section 1 for Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analysis
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Figure 6-39.  Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet Average PCB Concentration in River 
Section 2 for Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analysis
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Figure 6-40.  Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet Average PCB Concentration in River 
Section 3 for Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analysis
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